More than 2,000 articles were submitted to CSP in 2015. As Editors, we feel honored to receive so many submissions, but are concerned by the fact that we rejected 70% of submitted articles without referring them for peer review. Limited relevance, lack of originality, and methodological flaws were the main reasons for rejection prior to peer review. In some cases, it is possible that research funding is being wasted. Publication costs represent only a fraction of research funds. At CSP, we guarantee that publication remains free-of-cost to authors, but every article we process entails a cost and public expenditure, regardless of whether the article is accepted or rejected. Strict criteria for publication of articles in CSP aim not only to maintain the high quality of our published content, but also to avoid wasting resources with peer review, editing, and publication.
Research waste must be curbed not through linear budget cuts, but by adopting adequate criteria for assessing researchers, research projects and outputs. Curbing waste also depends on the choices that all of us, researchers and authors, make.
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